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M ost opponents of the SALT 
H agreement have based their 
objections purely on the treaty’s unfair- 
ness to the United States. But there is 
another reason for rejection, and it goes 
deeper. The Federalist (So. 3) states; 
“Among the many objects to which a 
wise and free people find it necessary 
to direct their attention, that of provid- 
ing for their safety seem* to be first** 
The SALT II agreement hinders the at- 
tainment of safety, our chief aim, be- 
cause the SALT process relies on two 
untrustworthy tools of statesmanship, 
treaties and intelligence;' ■ 

The rallying cry of SALT proponents 
is peace, but throughout the ages war 
has coexisted comfortably with treaties 
promising peace. Granted that nuclear 
peace should be assimilated to our chief 
goal of survival, the question is not 
whether we want nuclear peace; practi- 
cally all of us do. The real question is 
by what tool peace can be kept. As our 
instrument of choke, the SALT process 
selects treaties that attempt to* limit 

nuclear arms. ' . ' „ . 

In hts 1977 Inaugural Address Presi- 
dent Jimmy Carter S3td: 44 We will movej 
this year a step, toward our ultimate 
goal: the elimination of all nuclear 
weapons from this earth.” Had anyone 
asked Carter by what tool/ his reply 
would have had to be: by international 
Jaw or. treaty. International law com- 
prises treaties and the customs of so- 
called civilized nations. Custom is more 
uncertain than treaties, and internation* 
al law has been violated as often as 
treaties. 'The reply can therefore be 
shortened { o treaties* 

In his daily Bible reading. Carter 
must have skipped the 34th chapter of 
Genesis, which relates the negotiation 
of a disarmament treaty and its conse- 
quences. Jacob bought land and camped 
in the land of the Hivites* After their 
Prince Hamor saw Dinah, Jacob’s 
daughter, “and lay with her, and defiled 
h;r.” Hamor and hii father King She- 
ehem met with Jacob’s sons and offered 
marriage, any gift asked* the sharing 
of the Hivite land* and* tntermarriag# 
among the two peoples so that, they 
wouH become on#. Jacob’s sons agreed 
on condition that all the male Hivites 
be circumcised. In urging ratification of 
the treaty, Shechem told his peoples 
“These men ere peaceable with us.” The 
Hivites accepted the condition, and 
their males were circumcised* 

Immediately after the mass circum- 
cision, the sons of Jacob, having in ef- 
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■ treaty, fell upon them, slew the males, 
spoiled the city, and seized the women, 
children, and cattle. The disease, that 
killed the. Hivites was treaty reliance. 
The treaty on which they had relied 

had disarmed them. 

■From earliest times to the present, 
the history of political treaties has been 
a dreary repetition oF breaches. The 
Federalist (No. 15) relates “how little 
dependence is to be placed on treaties. 
Unreliable treaties become more un- 
trustworthy with an unreliable partner. 
If John Doe told his friends that he in- 
tended to risk alt his worldly goods in 
a poker game with a known cardsharp, 
the friends would shake their heads. 
Yet we consider ourselves sagacious in 
staking our survival on a SALT treaty 
with the USSR, whose ideology blesses 
cheating as a virtue. 

Another characteristic of treaties ex- 
poses their further flaw as a shield. 
Private contracts have the ultimate en- 
forcement power of the sheriff behind 
them; there is no sheriff among nations. 

; Against a country which breaks a treaty 
) of great moment, the only effective 
\ remedy is war. If in breach of a SALT 
• l treaty the USSR secretly created and 
? then suddenly deployed more nuclear 
; arms than the treaty permitted, Ameri- 
can cancellation of the treaty would not 
repair the damage. If we were over- 
matched by the deployment, our injury 
might well be fatal because of the long 
time it would take us to equal the So- 
viet arsenaL 



JE^ut this Is Impossible, the propo- 
nents of SALT claim. Through our 
intelligence,; particularly our “national 
technical means of verification, we 
know what the Soviets are doing. 

If, after deciding to hazard all his 
worldly goods in a poker game with a 
cardsharp, John Doe announced that 
he was relying on a foolproof system 
to detect cheating, his friends would 
deem him a fooL When we play SALT 
treaties with the USSR for our lives 
and justify our conduct by our ability 
to catch the Soviets cheating, we are- 
to be polite— unwise. And apart from 
the character of our opponent, the 
lamp of intelligence always has flickered 
and misled. The intelligence process has 
been almost 'as ^untrustworthy as trea- 
ties. 


Despite the billions we spend annua l- 
ly on intelligence, we have been regu- 
larly surprised. President Carter com - 
plained that his intelligence arm misled 
him on Iran . He mistakenly assumed 
that this— as he thought — isolated fail- 
ure was not typical and could be cured 
by an order to be more efficient. In 
fact. American intelligence frequent ly 
has erred, but not because its practi- 
tioners have been either numskulls or 
knaves. Had Carter studied the history 
of the tool, he would have discover ed 
that the intelligence of all nations h as 
been unreliable . 

Dayid Kahn devoted many years to 
his excellent study of Nazi intelligence, 
and he had complete access to all the 
* records^-. He, found German intelligence 
incompetent, particularly at the top. 
Although Anglo-American intelligence 
was better than German, if Kahn had 
studied the intelligence of any nation 
with the same admirable thoroughness, 
he would have reached the same con- 
clusion. Immediately preceding and dur- 
ing World War II, intelligence, errors of 
the gravest sort occurred everywhere*,! 
they were in the judging process, and' 
mostly at the top. 

To begin at home, we hardly covered 
ourselves with glory by being surprised 
at Pearl Harbor or later at the Battle 
of the Bulge. Britain and France di$- 
regarded.the Nazi preparation for war. 
Britain failed to gather and take ac- 
count of the information that was 
easiest to obtain: evidence of the weak- 
ness of its French ally. Though warned 
by j^he British, Josef Stalin was sur- 
prised by the Nazi attack and lost hun- 
dreds of thousands of soldiers. There! 
were no intelligence heroes at the top. 
This unt rustworthTness wTl l necesTanf y 
conti nue, because intelligence is a guess * 
ing" game with each country trying , to 
outwit and mislead its adversarie s’ ~ 

Our own intelligence, estimates have 
missed the mark widely in vital matters. 
In 1941 we estimated that Germany 
would defeat Russia in three months. 
The same year we were surprised at 
Pearl Harbor. Wc were again surprised 
by the North Korean attack on South 
Korea, by China's attack against Gen- 
eral. Dougla* MacArthuds forces when 
we invaded North Korea, by the 1956; 
IsraemHnglish-French attack on Egypt/ 
and by the Arabs’ 1973 Yom Kippurj 
attack against Israel. - * ' 


feci disarmed thtHmtw toftJWAre&for Release 2005/01/12 : CIA-RDP88-01315R000400350049-0 

disabling their men pursuant to the) 



QQmiNVED 



